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Wittenberg  Theological  Seminary , Feb.  7,  1845. 

Dear  Sir  : 

Your  very  excellent  and  able  discourse,  delivered  in  Christ’s  Church,  Gettys- 
burg, on  Sabbath  last,  having  met  with  such  universal  commendation  and  appro- 
bation, the  students,  as  well  as  the  whole  body  before  whom  it  was  delivered 
in  general,  are  exceedingly  desirous  to  see  it  in  a more  permanent  form.  We, 
therefore,  as  the  representatives  of  the  Students  of  this  Institution,  having  been 
appointed  a committee  for  the  purpose,  would  most  earnestly  and  respectfully 
request  a copy  of  your  sermon  for  publication. 

Very  respectfully  youi’s, 

PETER  ANSTATT, 

LLOYD  KNIGHT, 

MICHAEL  DIEHL, 

AUGUSTUS  C.  WEDEKIND, 
CHRISTIAN  UHL, 

GEORGE  W.  MARTIN. 


Prof.  S.  S.  Schmucker,  D.  D. 


Theological  Seminary , Gettysburg , Feb.  7th , 1845. 


Gentlemen, 

The  discourse,  of  which  you  are  pleased  to  request  the  manuscript  for  publi- 
cation, was  prepared,  as  you  know,  not  for  any  special  occasion,  but  in  the  or- 
dinary course  of  my  pulpit  exercises,  from  a deep  sense  of  the  importance  and 
urgency  of  the  subject.  It  was  designed  as  a plain  and  popular  exhibition  of  the 
subject.  Its  theme  is  of  interest  to  the  Romanist  as  well  as  to  the  Protestant ; 
for,  surely,  he  also  is  a man,  endowed  with  the  inalienable  right  to  think  for  him- 
self, which  God  has  never  authorized  him  to  surrender  to  priest,  council  or  pope. 
It  is  his  duty,  also,  according  to  the  apostolic  injunction,  to  “prove  all  things 
and  hold  fast  what  is  good.”  Should  any  Romanist  favor  these  pages  with  a per- 
usal, 1 beg  leave  to  assure  him,  that  they  were  written  without  any  personal  hos- 
tility to  him,  from  an  earnest  desire  for  the  welfare  of  souls,  and  an  immovable 
attachment  to  the  liberties  of  our  country. 

I am  happy  to  learn,  that  the  discourse  has  commended  itself  to  your  judg- 
ment, and  that  of  my  audience  generally.  As  it  is  thought  its  publication  will 
do  good,  I have  no  objection  to  give  you  the  manuscript.  I will  add  but  one  re- 
quest, that  the  profits  of  the  publication  may  be  presented  to  the  Linnaean  Society 
of  Pennsylvania  College,  to  aid  the  laudable  efforts  of  its  members  to  erect  a Hall 
for  their  accommodation. 

I remain  your  affectionate  friend  and  instructor, 


Messrs.  Peter  Anstatt, 

Lloyd  Kkight, 

Michael  Diehl, 

Augustus  C.  Wedekind, 
Christian  Uhl, 

George  W.  Martin, 

Committee  of  Students  &c. 


S.  S.  SCHMUCKER. 


DISCOURSE. 


)an.  vii,  23 — 26.  “TAus  said  he,  the  fourth  beast  shall  be  the  fourth  kingdom  upon 
earth  fyc.  And  the  ten  horns  out  of  this  kingdom , are  ten  Icings  that  shall  aidse;  and 
another  shall  arise  after  them  ; and  he  shall  be  diverse  from  the  first,  and  he  shall 
subdue  three  kings.  And  he  shall  speak  great  words  against  the  Most  High,  and 
shall  wear  out  the  saints  of  the  Most  High,  and  think  to  change  times  and  laws  ; and 
they  shall  be  given  into  his  hands  until  a time  and  times  and  the  dividing  of  a time.” 


Prophecy  is  an  intellectual  miracle  of  the  most  stupendous 
dnd.  It  is  in  fact  a brilliant  ray  of  divine  omniscience,  shining 
'orth  through  the  long  and  dark  vista  of  future  ages,  and  all,  in 
ivery  successive  generation,  who  behold  it3  light,  must  recognize 
;he  attribute  of  divinity.  All  must  acknowledge  it  as  an  emana- 
ion  from  that  Father  of  lights,  who  seeth  the  end  from  the  begin- 
ning, and  to  whom  a thousand  years  are  as  one  day,  and  one  day 
as  a thousand  years.  To  predict  the  eclipses  of  the  sun  or  moon, 
ar  the  revolutions  of  the  heavenly  bodies,  or  any  phenomenon  in 
the  physical  world,  depending  on  the  established  order  of  God’s 
agency,  usually  termed  laws  of  nature,  is  a task  of  no  difficulty. 
Here  there  is  nothing  involved  but  inert  matter,  which  is  caused  to 
act  with  invariable  uniformity  by  the  hand  of  the  divine  Architect. 
The  famous  astronomical  tables  and  records  of  eclipses,  by  which 
the  Hindoos  pretend  to  establish  a national  antiquity  far  beyond 
the  time  of  the  Mosaic  creation,  are  therefore  nugatory ; for  if  even 
the  fallacy  of  their  pretensions  were  not  fully  proved  by  other  evi- 
dence, it  is  as  easy,  in  consequence  of  this  uniformity  of  physical 
nature,  to  calculate  eclipses  backward  as  forward  through  millions 
of  years.  But  the  case  is  very  different,  when  we  undertake  to  pre- 
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diet  the  free  actions  of  fickle-minded,  various,  ever -changing  man. 
A distinguished  Roman  poet1  has  justly  said,  “There  are  as  many 
thousands  of  different  inclinations  or  whims  amongst  men,  as  men 
themselves.”  God  has  endowed  man  with  a free  will,  which  ac- 
knowledges no  laws  of  uniformity,  no  physical  coercion.  Hence, 
no  man  can  predict  the  conduct  of  another  even  for  a single  year: 
how  much  less  foretell  the  free  actions  of  one  to  be  born  a thou- 
sand years  hence  ? And  how  much  less  still,  is  it  possible  for  man, 
unaided  by  the  divine  mind,  to  predict  the  destiny  of  nations,  de- 
pendent on  the  agency  of  millions  of  such  changeable  beings  ! In 
the  language  of  the  Chaldeans  to  Nebuchadnezzar,  we  may  well 
affirm,  “There  is  not  a man  upon  the  earth,  that  can  show  this 
matter,”  “none  except  the  gods,  whose  dwelling  is  not  with  flesh.”* 
To  predict  such  events  in  the  far  distant  future,  is  a greater  miracle 
than  to  raise  the  dead.  To  foretell  minutely  the  destruction  of  Je- 
rusalem, was  not  less  proof  of  divinity,  than  calling  Lazarus  from 
the  grave.  As  evidence  for  the  divine  authority  of  a book  con- 
taining them,  such  predictions  are  stronger  far  to  us,  than  records 
of  miracles  wrought  near  two  thousand  years  ago.  For  whilst  the 
lapse  of  ages  seems , to  the  less  intelligent,  to  weaken  their  force ; 
fulfilling  prophecies  increase  in  strength  in  proportion  to  the  dis- 
tance at  which  the  predictions  are  removed  from  their  fulfilment. 
The  other  miracles  of  Scripture,  we  believe  on  the  testimony  of 
the  ancient  evangelists ; of  the  progressive  fulfillment  of  prophecy, 
we  are  ourselves  the  eye-witnesses.  Such  wonderful  prophecies 
abound  in  the  word  of  God.  One  of  the  most  remarkable  is  found 
in  our  text,  and  to  this  we  invite  your  attention  at  present,  namely: 
The  little  horn  in  Daniel's  vision  of  the  four  beasts. 

Daniel,  the  author  of  our  text,  was  carried  captive  to  Babylon, 
at  an  early  age,  about  606  years  before  the  advent  of  the  Messiah ; 
where  he  lived  in  great  honor,  and  died  either  at  Babylon,  or  at 

' Horace,  Quot  capitum  viviuit,  tolidem  studiorum  millia. 

2 Dan.  ii,  10.  11 


Susa,  oil  the  Tigris,  where  he  is  last;  heard  of,  when  he  was  up- 
wards of  ninety-four  years  of  age.  The  book  which  bears  his 
name,  is  partly  historical  and  partly  prophetic;  and  whilst  hi3  life 
■exhibits  scenes  of  most  thrilling  interest,  such  as  his  exposure  in 
he  lions’  den  ; the  revelations  of  futurity  made  to  him,  are  confes- 
sedly among  the  most  strikingly  clear  prophecies,  recorded  on  the 
oages  of  inspiration. 

In  investigating  the  import  of  this  interesting  prophecy,  let  us 

I.  Inquire  When , and  inhere,  are  we  to  look  for  this  little  horn ? 

II.  Examine  and  verify  in  history  its  specific  features. 

The  prophetic  part  of  this  book,  presents  to  us  four  remarkable 
revelations  of  God  to  Daniel,  namely,  the  communication  of  the 
'dream  of  Nebuchadnezzar  and  its  interpretation,  ch.  2;  1 — 13; 
! secondly,  Daniel’s  vision  of  the  four  beasts,  ch.  7 ; thirdly,  his 
vision  of  the  ram  and  he-goat,  ch.  8;  and  fourthly,  the  prophecy 
of  the  seventy  weeks,  ch.  9.  It  is  to  the  latter  part  of  the  sec- 
ond of  these  visions,  that  our  attention  is  to  be  especially  directed  ; 
and  as  it  has  some  strong  points  of  coincidence  and  correlation  with 
the  first  and  third,  it  is  necessary  to  devote  some  attention  to  each, 
in  order  to  ascertain  the  points,  proposed  in  the  first  part  of  our  dis- 
course, namely,  in  what  age  of  the  world , and  in  what  country, 
are  we  to  seek  the  completion  of  our  prophecy. 

The  dream  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  which  he  had  forgotten,  but 

which  God  revealed  to  Daniel,  together  with  its  explanation,  in 
* 

answer  to  prayer,  presents  to  us  an  image,  made  of  various  metals, 
in  the  order  of  their  relative  value.  The  head  was  of  fine  gold,  the 
breast  axrd  arms  of  silver,  the  belly  and  thighs,  or  as  the  Hebrew 
word1  also  signifies,  his  loins  of  brass,  and  his  legs  of  iron,  and  his 
feet  partly  of  iron  and  partly^  of  clay.  The  feet  also  had  toes,  v. 
41.  And  a stone  which  was  cut  out  without  hands,  smote  the  im- 
age upon  his  feet,  that  were  of  iron  and  clay,  and  broke  them  to 
pieces.  Daniel  himself  explains  the  several  parts  of  this  image,  as 

1 nnrrv 
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emblematical  of  several  successive  kingdoms;  but  does  not  name 
any  of  the  kingdoms  except  the  first,  concerning  which  he  says  to 
Nebuchadnezzar,  v.  37,  “Thou,  0 king,  art  the  head  of  gold.” 
The  ten  toes,  He  adds,  indicate,  that  “the  kingdom,”  represented 
by  the  feel,  “shall  be  divided,”  v.  41.  And  the  stone,  cut  out 
without  hands,  implies,  that  “ in  the  days  of  these  kings,  the  God 
of  heaven  shall  set  up  a kingdom,  which  shall  never  be  destroyed.”  i 

Here,  then,  we  have  four  successive  empires,  indicated  by  the 
different  parts  of  this  image,  and  are  certain  that  the  first  is  the 
Babylonian  empire.  The  fact,  that  these  kingdoms  are  repre-  i 
sented  as  parts  of  the  same  body,  implies  that  they  are  closely  con- 
nected together:  and  if  we  ask  what  other  three  empires  succeeded 
the  Babylonian,  who  that  has  studied  the  pages  of  ancient  history, 
will  not  answer,  the  first  or  Babylonian  empire  was  subverted  by 
the  Medo-Persian,  that  was  conquered  by  the  Grecian  under  Alex- 
ander, and  the  Grecian  was  subverted  by  the  Roman.  The  Medo- 
Persian,  the  Macedo-Grecian,  and  the  Roman,  being  the  three  em- 
pires which  followed  the  Babylonian  in  immediate  succession, 
would  naturally  be  understood  by  the  breast,  the  body  and  the  feet 
of  Nebuchadnezzar’s  image.  That  the  Roman  empire  is  that  in- 
dicated by  the  feet,  is  rendered  certain  from  the  singular  circum- 
stance stated  by  Daniel,  that  it  should  be  divided  into  ten  parts, 
corresponding  to  the  ten  toes.  Where,  in  the  whole  range  of  em- 
pires, is  there  one,  that  was  divided  into  ten  parts,  or  if  this  be 
taken  as  a round  number,  even  about  ten?  Was  the  Babylonian? 
No.  Was  the  Persian?  No.  Was  the  Grecian?  the  Carthage- 
nian?  the  Egyptian?  the  Syrian?  the  Parthian?  No.  History 
presents  no  other  nation  ancient  or  modern,  which  could  here 
come  in  question,  of  which  this  is  true,  except  the  Roman;  which 
after  the  death  of  Theodosius,  gradually  tumbled  to  pieces,  and 
was  actually  divided  into  ten  kingdoms. 

The  second  vision,  contained  in  the  7th  chapter,  has  a remark- 
able similarity  to  the  first.  It  was  revealed  to  Daniel  about  the 
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ear  before  Christ  541,  between  thirty  and  forty  years  after  the 
rst.  “And  I saw,”  says  Daniel,  “ in  my  vision  by  night, — and 
ehold  four  beasts  came  up  from  the  sea,  diverse  from  one  another. 
Che  first  was  like  a lion  and  had  eagle’s  wings. — And  behold  an- 
lther  beast  like  to  a bear. — After  this  I beheld  and  lo  another  like 
1 leopard , which  had  upon  the  back  of  it  four  wings  of  a fowl : 
he  beast  also  had  four  heads. — And  after  this,  I saw  in  the  night 
isions  and  behold  a fourth  beast,  dreadful  and  terrible  and  strong 
exceedingly;  and  it  had  great  iron  teeth. — And  it  had  ten  horns.'” 
Then  follows,  as  in  the  first  vision,  a prediction  of  the  coming  of 
he  Ancient  of  days,  of  the  Son  of  man. 

Of  this  vision  the  angelic  instructor  of  Daniel  gave  the  follow- 
ng  explanation : These  great  beasts  (said  he,)  which  are  four,  are 
four  kings,  which  shall  arise  out  of  the  earth.  But  the  saints  of 
the  Most  High  shall  take  the  kingdom,  and  possess  it  for  ever  and 
ever. — And  the  ten  horns  of  the  fourth  beast  or  kingdom,  “ are  ten 
kings,  that  shall  arise  out  of  this  kingdom,”  v.  24. 

Here,  then,  we  are  certain,  that  the  four  beasts  designate  four 
great  kingdoms,  as  did  the  four  parts  of  Nebuchadnezzar’s  image. 
That  the  kingdoms  referred  to  in  both  images  are  the  same,  is  pro- 
bable from  their  number.  But  it  is  rendered  certain  by  the  fact, 
that  the  same  remarkable  peculiarity  indicated  by  the  ten  toes  of 
the  first  image,  namely,  the  division  of  the  fourth  kingdom  into  ten 
parts,  is  found  also  in  this  vision ; for  the  kingdom,  represented  by 
the  fourth  beast,  is  also  eventually  divided  into  ten  kingdoms,  re- 
presented by  the  ten  horns,  as  they  had  been  by  the  ten  toes  of 
Nebuchadnezzar’s  image.  This  fact,  as  we  before  remarked,  is  so 
peculiar,  that  it  distinguishes  the  Roman  empire  from  all  the  other 
prominent  empires  of  the  world.  A corroborating  evidence,  if  any 
were  needed,  is  found  in  the  four  heads  of  the  third  beast,  the 
leopard.  That  beast  must  have  been  the  Greek  empire,  if  the  one 
succeeding  it  was  the  Roman  ; for  you  all  know,  that  the  Greek 
empire  immediately  preceded  the  Roman.  Now  it  is  well  known, 
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that  when  the  Greek  empire  was  dismembered  at  the  death  of  Al- 
exander, it  was  actually  divided  among  his  generals  into  four  parts, 
corresponding  to  these  four  heads.  Seleucus  Nicanor  took  Asia 
proper;  Perdiccas,  Asia  Minor;  Cassander,  Macedonia;  and  Pto- 
lemaeus,  Egypt.  But  if  Greece  was  the  third  empire,  it  follows  of 
course  that  Rome,  which  immediately  succeeded  it,  must  have 
been  the  fourth.1  Finally,  if  any  possible  doubt  could  still  re- 
main as  to  the  fact,  that  Rome  is  the  fourth  empire  intended  in 
both  these  visions,  it  is  removed  beyond  all  cavil,  by  the  circum- 
stance mentioned  in  them  both,  that  during  the  fourth  empire,  the 
Messiah,  the  Ancient  of  days,  one  like  unto  the  Son  of  man,  shall 
establish  his  kingdom  on  earth.  You  all  know  that  the  Messiah  i 
did  appear  on  earth,  within  the  bounds  of  the  Roman  empire,  ant' 
in  the  reign  of  the  Roman  emperor  Augustus.  We  can  therefon 
easily  answer  the  inquiry  proposed  as  one  branch  of  our  first  heat 
of  discourse,  namely,  vrfiere  are  we  to  look  for  the  little  horn  in  j 
Daniel’s  vision  of  four  beasts?  Beyond  all  doubt,  the  Roman  em- 
pire is  to  be  the  theatre  of  his  appearance. 

Nor  can  we  now  have  much  difficulty  in  fixing  the  time  of  his 
appearance,  which  was  the  other  branch.  We  have  but  to  inquire 

How  long  did  the  Roman  empire  last?  When  was  it  dismem- 
bered? History,  with  concurrent  voice  testifies,  that  amid  various  i 
vicissitudes  it  preserved  its  unity  until  ihe  death  of  Theodosius,  th< 
Great,  about  395  years  after  the  birth  of  the  Saviour,  when  the  dis- 
memberment commenced.  The  northern  barbarians  began  to  in 
vade  and  conquer  different  parts  of  the  kingdom  ; the  Romar 
princes  were  distinguished  by  their  degeneracy  and  incapacity 
one  province  after  another  was  lost,  until,  in  the  year  A.  D.  4T6 

1 Another  fact,  calculated  incidentally  to  afford  a slight  argument  in  support  oi 
the  opinion,  that  Medo  Persia  and  Greece  are  the  second  and  third  beasts,  is  found 
in  ch.  8 ; where  there  is  a parallel  prophecy,  in  which  we  are  told  v.  20.  21.  that 
Media  and  Persia  are  represented  by  the  ram  with  two  horns,  and  Greece  by  the 
rough  goat : thus  showing  that  these  two  kingdoms  were  within  the  special  sphere 
of  Daniel’s  prophetic  visions,  and  rendering  reference  to  them  in  our  prophecj 
more  probable. 


(Ddoacer,  king  of  the  Heiuli,  finally  subdued  the  remains  of  the 
[Ionian  empire,  which  had  thus  lasted,  from  the  building  of  Rome, 
1224  years.  The  fragments  of  this  kingdom  now  actually  amount- 
id  to  ten  according  to  the  calculation  of  Machiavel  himself,  a Ro- 
iiish  historian,  thus  wonderfully  verifying  the  predictions  of  the 
prophet!  These  ten,  according  to  Machiavel  and  Dr.  Hales,  are 
the  following : 1st,  The  Huns,  located  in  Hungary:  2d,  the  Os- 
trogoths, in  Moesia:  3d,  the  Visigoths  in  Panonia:  4th,  the  Franks 
in  France:  5th,  the  Vandals  in  Africa:  6th,  the  Sueves  and  Alans 
in  Spain:  7th,  the  Burgundians  in  Burgundy:  8th,  the  Heruli 
and  Thuringi  in  Italy  : 9th,  the  Saxons  in  Britain  : and  10th,  the 
Longobards  on  the  Danube  and  afterwards  in  Italy,1  A.  D.  536. 

Now  as  the  little  horn  was  to  grow  out  of  these  ten  kingdoms, 
its  rise  must  be  after  their  complete  formation,  after  A.  D.  536. 
Have  we  not  thus  clearly  ascertained  the  two  important  points, 
proposed  as  the  first  head  of  our  discourse?  We  have  found  with 
overwhelming  certainty,  that  the  place  of  the  little  horn  is  the 
Roman  empire,  and  the  time  of  its  rise  is  after  the  entire  dismem- 
berment of  that  empire,  and  the  formation  of  ten  kingdoms  out 
of  it,  that  is,  after  the  year  A.  D.  536. 

We  are  thus  naturally  conducted  to  the  second  branch  of  our 
subject,  in  which  we  propose  to  examine  and  verify  in  history  the 
several  features  of  this  little  horn , as  delineated  in  the  text. 

II.  In  regard  to  the  features  of  the  little  horn,  Daniel  thus 
expresses  himself : “ I considered  the  (ten)  horns,”  that  is,  the  ten 
kingdoms,  which  grew  out  of  the  fourth  beast,  or  Roman  empire ; 
“and  behold  there  came  up  among  them  another  little  horn.” 

What  event,  or  power,  or  little  kingdom,  arose  within  the 
bounds  of  the  Roman  empire  soon  after  the  year  A.  D.  536?  If 

1 The  number  of  these  kingdoms  did  not  long  remain  the  same.  But  this  can- 
not affect  the  accuracy  of  the  fulfillment.  And  if  the  number  ten  were  even  re- 
garded as  a round  number,  indicating  about  ten,  the  force  of  the  prophecy  would 
be  very  great  even  in  this  feature  ; and  in  connexion  with  the  other  features  would 
still  be  irresistible. 
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we  survey  the  entire  field  of  accredited  history,  we  find  but  tw< 
events  which  even  at  first  glance  could  here  be  brought  in  ques 
tion,  the  rise  of  the  Arabian  impostor  Mohammed,  and  the  list 
of  the  Romish  papacy,  both  of  which  occurred  within  a centurj 
of  the  final  dismemberment  of  the  Roman  empire.  That  Mo 
hammed  cannot  be  referred  to,  is  evident  on  a closer  inspection 
because  the  scene  of  his  origin  was  not  within  the  bounds  of  tin 
ten  horns  or  kingdoms,  and  also  because  the  other  features  do  no 
suit  him.  We  are  therefore  compelled,  however  reluctantly,  t( 
adopt  the  other  conclusion,  that  the  Romish  papacy  is  the  estab  i 
lishment,  or  little  kingdom,  represented  by  the  little  horn.  Tin 
bishop  of  Rome  had,  for  several  centuries  before,  acquired  consid- 
erable spiritual  power  over  other  parts  of  the  Latin  church ; but 
it  was  not  until  after  the  formation  of  the  ten  kingdoms  out  of  tin 
old  Roman  empire,  that  he  acquired  territory,  and  became  a tem- 
poral ruler  or  king,  a politico-religious  prince. 

But  let  us  examine  specifically,  whether  the  various  other  traits 
of  this  little  horn  are  applicable  to  popery.  Let  us  not  allow  our- 
selves, upon  slight  grounds,  to  entertain  so  melancholy  an  opinion 
of  a hierarchy,  which  is  making  rapid  strides  to  power  in  our  own 
country,  and  to  which  some  of  our  neighbors  are  unwillingly  yield- 
ing a willing  support. 

1.  The  first  trait  of  this  king,  or  prince,  is  thus  described: 
v.  8.  “ He  shall  pluck  up  three  of  the  ten  horns  by  their  roots” — 
and  v.  20.  “ three  horns  fell  before  the  little  one” — and  v.  24. 
“ It  shall  subdue,  or  (asDe  Wette  and  Michaelis  render  it,)  humble1 
three  kings.”  How  clear,  my  hearers,  is  this  delineation!  Not 
only  is  this  prince  or  power  to  rise  in  the  Roman  empire;  not  only 
is  he  to  rise  after  its  division  into  ten  kingdoms;  but  this  prince  is 
also  to  subdue  three  of  these  ten  kingdoms.  Surely,  if  the  pa- 
pacy answers  to  all  this,  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  its  being  the 
power  intended.  Now  if  we  examine  the  map  of  Italy,  and  in- 

1 Deinuthigen. 
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quire  what  territory  did  the  popes  acquire,  strange  as  it  may  appear, 
it  will  be  found  that  they  actually  did  subdue  three  of  these  very 
ten  kingdoms,  namely,  the  territory  of  the  Heruli , the  Ostrogoths , 
i and  the  Lombards. 1 And  as  if  the  God  of  providence  stamped 
the  impress  of  their  condemnation  on  their  own  foreheads,  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact,  that  the  popes  to  this  day,  wear  a triple  crown, 
as  an  unintentional,  but  we  may  suppose  providential  emblem  of 
the  three  kingdoms,  which  they  acquired ; as  tokens  of  the  crowns 
of  Odoacer,  of  Theodoric  and  Alboin ! Where,  upon  earth,  can 
another  king  be  found,  that  wears  a triple  crown  ? Another  king 
that  would  correspond  to  all  these  marks  of  the  little  horn,  except 
the  pope?  None  can  be  found  ; there  is  none.  Yerily,  he  is,  as 
the  prophet  tells  us,  “diverse”  from  all  others,  he  is  both  priest 
and  king,  combining  in  himself  both  secular  and  ecclesiastical 
power ! 

2.  The  second  trait  of  this  little  horn  is  thus  described : v.  8. 
“ And  behold,  in  this  horn  were  eyes  like  the  eyes  of  a man.'” 

This  emblem  seems  naturally  to  imply,  that  the  power  referred 
to,  is  distinguished  for  its  circumspection,  its  sagacity,  its  far-sighted 
wisdom  or  policy ; for  the  eye  has  ever  been  employed  to  desig- 
nate watchfulness,  wisdom  or  cunning.  Now,  if  there  is  any  thing 
of  this  kind  about  popery,  it  would  certainly  add  another  item  to 
the  evidence,  that  the  spirit  of  prophecy  designed  to  mark  out 
this  hierarchy  by  the  “little  horn.”  And,  is  it  not  notorious,  that 
popery  has  for  ages  been  distinguished  for  the  deep,  the  artful 
and  far-reaching  diplomacy  of  her  court?  Even  from  her  first 
rise,  she  exhibited  not  a little  worldly  wisdom,  and  her  system  lite- 
rally makes  every  priest  a spy  at  the  confessional  on  the  populace. 
On  pain  of  damnation  he  requires  them  to  reveal  all  their  secret 
sins,  and  their  thoughts  at  all  affecting  the  interests  of  their  church, 
and  every  thing  they  hear  about  the  plans  of  their  Protestant  fel- 

1 See  Professor  Gaussen’s  Discourse  on  Popery,  Geneva,  in  October,  1844, 
and  Townsend's  Chronological  Bible,  p.  1053,  Vol.  I. 
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low  citizens.  They  thus  also  make  every  Romanist  a spy  upon 
his  neighbors,  yea  upon  the  members  of  his  own  household. — 
Wives  are  often  required  to  reveal  the  secrets  of  their  husbands 
to  the  priest;  sisters  of  brothers,  and  domestics  of  the  families  in 
which  they  live.  The  different  orders  of  mendicants  and  monks, 
were  also  to  a great  extent  employed,  to  enable  the  papacy  to  ex- 
ercise a universal  vigilance,  an  omnipresent  influence  throughout 
the  church. 

But  the  perfection  of  this  system  of  espionage,  was  attained 
by  the  establishment  of  the  order  of  Jesuits.  The  system  of  train- 
ing by  which  they  are  qualified  for  their  work,  is  truly  remark- 
able ; but  our  time  will  not  permit  us  to  enter  into  details.  The 
whole  order  is  divided  into  different  grades,  and  bound  together 
by  oaths,  to  obey  their  superior  and  the  pope  in  all  things.  “ I do 
further  (says  every  Jesuit  in  taking  the  oath,)  promise  and  declare, 
that  notwithstanding  I am  dispensed  with  to  assume  any  heretical 
(Protestant)  religion,  for  the  propagating  of  the  Mother  church’s 
interest,  to  keep  secret  and  private  all  her  agents’  counsels  from 
time  to  time,  as  they  intrust  me,  and  not  to  divulge  them  directly 
or  indirectly  by  work,  writing  or  circumstances  whatever,  but  to 
execute  all  that  shall  be  proposed,  given  in  charge  or  discovered 
to  me  by  my  spiritual  father,  or  by  any  of  this  sacred  convent.” 
Such  is  the  character  of  the  Jesuit.  He  may  even  pretend  to  be 
a convert  to  a Protestant  church,  in  order  the  better  to  promote  the 
interests  of  popery ; and  it  is  strongly  suspected  that  in  the  Epis- 
copal church  in  England,  some  of  the  Puseyites  are  Jesuits  in 
disguise.  Each  Jesuit  must  statedly  report  to  his  superior  every 
thing  he  discovers  in  any  possible  way  affecting  the  interests  of  Ro- 
manism. All  the  movements  of  Protestant  churches  are  watched 
by  these  trained  spies,  and  reported  to  their  superiors,  and  ulti- 
mately to  their  head  at  Rome.  Thus  Rome  is  made  acquainted 
with  every  thing  of  importance  that  transpires  in  the  civilized 
world,  and  from  Rome  as  head  quarters,  we  doubt  not,  are  issued 
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he  orders,  which  decide  the  conduct  of  not  only  popish  priests 
ind  Jesuits  throughout  the  world,  but  also  of  the  great  body  of 

he  Romish  laity  in  our  own  and  other  countries,  down  even  to 

he  vote  which  Catholics  are  to  give  in  our  more  important  elec- 
i lions,  whenever  one  candidate  or  party  is  more  favorable  to  Ro- 
mish interests  ! Thus  is  the  Papal  head  better  qualified  than  any 
other  king  on  earth,  to  watch  with  sleepless  eye,  not  only  the 
movements  of  her  own  well  disciplined  and  compacted  forces,  but 
also  to  see  and  resist  the  movements  of  the  whole  Protestant  world. 
Is  a society  formed  in  one  end  of  our  land  for  the  preservation  of 

our  Protestant  liberties?  Before  it  is  known  in  the  other,  the 

whole  matter  has  been  reported  to  Rome.  How  justly  may  it 
therefore  be  said,  that  the  little  horn  of  papacy  not  only  grew  out 
of  ten  kingdoms  of  the  dismembered  Roman  empire,  and  rooted 
up,  or  subdued  three  of  these  kingdoms;  but  also  that  it  “has 
eyes  like  the  eyes  of  a man.”  Can  we  possibly  doubt,  that  this 
feature  also  of  the  prophecy  is  applicable  to  Popery  ? 

3.  The  third  mark  of  the  prince,  indicated  by  this  little  horn, 
is  that  he  will  make  pompous , sacrilegious  and  arrogant  assump- 
tions of  dignity  and  power,  v.  S.  “ He  has  a mouth,”  says  the 
spirit  of  prophecy,  “speaking  great  things,”  and  v.  20.  “A  mouth 
that  spake  very  great  things,”  and  again,  v.  25.  “ He  will  speak 
great  words  against  the  Most  High,”  and  “ his  look  was  more  stout 
than  his  fellows.” 

Again,  we  are  constrained  to  admit,  that  to  every  one  at  all 
initiated  into  tire  history  and  principles  of  popery,  these  traits  must 
appear  remarkably  characteristic  of  the  papal  hierarchy.  Where 
in  the  history  of  the  civilized  world,  can  we  find  a king  or  an 
emperor,  who  makes  pretensions  at  all  comparable  to  those  of  this 
pretended  successor  of  the  meek  and  lowly  Jesus?  What  can  be 
more  disgusting  to  a person  imbued  with  the  humble  spirit  of  Chris- 
tianity, than  the  pompous  and  even  blasphemous  titles  and  forms 
of  address,  claimed  by  these  arrogant  pontiffs,  and  cheerfully  given 


by  their  submissive,  servile  and  abject  subjects?  The  usual  style 
of  addressing-  the  pope,  is,  “his  holiness,”  “ our  Lord  God , the 
pope,”  and  “ another  God  on  earth”  uLord  of  the  universe 
“ King  of  kings  and  Lord  of  lords.”1  No  other  king  on  earth 
allows  himself  to  be  addressed  in  such  blasphemous  terms.  In 
public  processions  the  pope  is  often  borne  upon  men’s  shoulders, 
and  incense  is  burned  before  him  as  before  an  idol.2  His  degra- 
ded subjects  kiss  his  feet,  and  when  his  cardinals  approach  him, 
they  say,  “ Come,  let  us  adore ,”  (venite,  adoremus)  ! Among  the 
medals,  struck  by  successive  popes,  to  perpetuate  the  fame  of  their 
greatness,  is  one  to  commemorate  the  coronation  of  Adrian  VI., 
on  which,  above  the  portrait  of  Adrian  in  the  act  of  being  crowned 
by  his  cardinals,  are  these  words : whom  they  (namely  the  cardi- 
nals) create,  they  adore  (Quem  creant,  adorant) ! How  applicable 
are  the  words,  in  which  Paul  describes  Antichrist  who  should  come: 
aHe  sitteth  (says  he)  in  the  temple  of  God,  showing  himself  that 
he  is  God.”3 

But  it  is  not  only  in  the  church,  that  the  pope  thus  requires 
adulation  and  claims  supremacy ; he  actually  also  professes  to  be 
the  superior  of  kings  and  emperors  throughout  the  whole  world! 
Who  does  not  know,  that  for  centuries  prior  to  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  the  popes  not  only  claimed,  but  actually  exercised 
the  right  of  crowning  the  kings  and  emperors  of  Europe;  and 
that  applicants  for  a crown  had  often  to  beg  for  their  favor,  and 
pay  large  considerations  to  the  popes  for  their  coronation?  And 
when  the  emperor  Henry  IV.  had  incurred  the  displeasure  of  pope 
Hildebrand,  by  manfully  refusing  to  relinquish  to  him  the  right  of 
investiture,  he  was  actually  compelled  by  the  arrogant  pontiff,  who 
had  excommunicated  him  and  absolved  his  subjects  from  their 
oath  of  allegiance,  to  stand  in  the  open  air  bare-headed  and  bare- 
footed, in  the  midst  of  winter,  during  three  days,  before  the  castle 
of  Canosa,  where  the  pontiff  was  then  residing  with  his  special 

1 Roger’s  Anti-popery,  p.  310.  2 Prof.  Gaussen  on  Popery.  3 2 Thes.  2.  4. 
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jivorite  princess  Matilda,  before  he  would  even  admit  him  to  an 
udience.  Although  the  influence  of  the  glorious  reformation! 
nd  the  revival  of  letters,  have  broken  the  power  of  the  popes, 
hey  still  in  theory  to  this  day  claim  the  same  presumptuous  rights, 
flsten  to  the  language  of  pope  Pius  VII.  in  his  bull  of  excom- 
uunication  against  Napoleon  in  1809  : “ Let  them  once  and  again 
mderstand,  that  by  the  law  of  Christ  their  sovereignty  (the  French 
'in  pi  re)  is  subject  to  our  throne , for  we  also  exercise  a sovereignty, 
ve  add  also  a more  noble  sovereignty , unless  it  were  just  that  the 
pirit  should  yield  to  the  flesh,  and  celestial  things  to  terrestrial.”1 
May,  that  they,  to  this  day,  do  arrogate  to  themselves  superiority 
md  control  over  the  civil  governments  of  Europe,  and  exercise 
t where  they  think  the  populace  ignorant  and  submissive  enough 
;o  be  influenced  by  their  edicts,  is  demonstrated  by  the  case  of 
Gregory  XVI.  who,  about  ten  years  ago,  actually  published  a bull 
annulling  some  laws  of  the  Portuguese  government,  which  were 
unfavorable  to  the  influence  and  prerogatives  of  his  priests,  who 
bad  rebelled  against  the  government  of  their  country.  Hear  the 
words  of  Gregory  himself : “ We  do  explicitly  declare,  that  we  do 
absolutely  reprobate  all  the  decrees  of  the  government  of  Lisbon, 
made  to  the  detriment  of  the  church  and  her  priests,  and  declare 
them  null  and  of  no  effect .”  Such  were  the  pompous  titles,  and 
the  arrogant  claims  of  the  popes  in  former  times  ; such  are  they  to 
the  present  day.  And  as  no  other  prince  or  king  pretends  to  wear 
such  titles,  and  to  make  such  arrogant  claims  of  authority  over 
other  nations,  are  we  not  compelled  to  admit,  that  there  is  pecu- 
liar aptitude  in  this  third  mark  also?  Thus  of  the  pope  it  may 
with  especial  truth  be  said  that  he  has  “ a mouth  speaking  great 
things,”  and  that  “ his  look  is  more  stout  than  his  fellows.”  Have 
we  not  evidence  here,  that  the  spirit  of  prophecy  designed  this 
mark  also  to  call  the  attention  of  God’s  people  to  the  papal  hierar- 
chy? 

‘AlcGavin’s  Protestant,  Vol.  II.  p.,16. 
c 
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4.  The  fourth  mark  of  this  king  indicated  by  the  little  horr 
is,  that  “ he  shall  seek  to  change  times  and  laws.”  It  is  worth) 
of  remark  that  the  original  Chaldee  term  may  also  be  renderec 
set  times,1  stated  times,  or  festival  seasons,  as  is  done  by  the  dis 
tinguished  German  writer  De  Wette.  The  idea  conveyed  by  boll 
terms,  times  and  laws,  evidently  is,  as  Gesenius  also  remarks,  rjsli 
gious  institutions.  The  import  of  this  fourth  mark,  therefore 
seems  to  be,  that  this  king,  who  shall  arise  among  the  ten  king 
dorns  of  the  dismembered  Roman  empire,  would  not  only  subdue 
three  of  these  kingdoms,  and  be  distinguished  for  his  sagacity  am 
deep-laid  policy,  and  wear  pompous  titles,  and  make  claims  o 
extraordinary  powers;  all  of  which  we  have  found  popery  hail 
pre-eminently  done ; but  also  that  he  would  arrogate  to  himsel 
the  power  of  prescribing  religious  institutions  and  changing  tlu 
laws  of  God. 

Surely,  if  no  other  mark  had  been  specified  by  the  prophet 
this  alone  would  be  sufficient  to  designate  the  papal  hierarch) 
from  among  all  the  other  princes  and  powers  of  the  world.  Nc 
other  king  in  Europe,  pretends  to  meddle  with  religion  itself.  I 
is  true,  as  church  and  state  are  there  united,  the  civil  authorities 
in  all  those  kingdoms  enact  some  laws  regulating  the  externals  o 
religion,  such  as  the  support  of  ministers,  their  appointment  tc 
the  charge  of  their  churches,  and  the  management  of  the  edifices 
consecrated  to  the  purposes  of  worship.  Yet,  as  this  is  common 
to  them  all,  it  does  not  distinguish  any  one  in  particular.  But  the 
pope  of  Rome  is  professedly  a priest-king.  He  not  only  possesses 
and  exercises  temporal  or  political  “ royalty ; ” but,  above  all 
pretends  to  be  the  head  of  the  church  on  earth,  whilst  Paul  de- 
clares, in  express  terms,  that  “Christ  is  the  head  of  the  church.”* 
Under  the  garb  of  this  pretended  headship,  the  papacy  has  cor- 

1 Gesen.  Lex.  says  Gesenius  is  here  equivalent  to  the  Hebrew 

cnjrto,  sacred  times,  namely  the  stated  festival  seasons,  Esther,  ix,  27.  32. 

2Ephes.  v.  23. 
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ipled  and  changed  the  institutions  of  religion;  has  changed  and 

I an  ulled  the  laws  of  God  to  an  extent,  which  makes  this  feature 
f our  prophecy  most  strikingly  appropriate.  To  the  bible,  and 
ie  bible  alone,  we  refer,  as  Protestants,  for  our  religion  ; but  po- 
ery  is  a system  of  accumulated  corruptions,  the  gradual  growth 
f successive  centuries.  The  date  of  all  these  additions  is  well 
.tested  in  history;  though  their  adoption  was  in  most  cases  grad- 
al. 

1.  The  claim  to  infallibility , was  not  even  pretended,  until 
tore  than  GOO  years  after  the  birth  of  Christ. 

2.  hnage-icorship,  commenced  about  400  years  after  the  time 
f Christ,  and  was  regularly  adopted  by  the  second  Nicene  coun- 
il,  400  years  later  still. 

3.  Celibacy  of  the  priests , first  began  to  be  required  by  law 
>y  Siricius  in  the  fourth  century,  but  was  not  generally  intro- 
uced  until  the  time  of  Gregory  VII.  nearly  eleven  hundred  years 
'iter  Christ. 

4.  Auricular  confession  was  not  enjoined  until  the  time  of 
lie  fourth  Lateran  Council,  more  than  1200  years  after  Christ. 

5.  Purgatory  was  added  to  the  Romish  religion  about  600 
ears  after  Christ,  but  was  not  positively  affirmed  till  600  years 
jater,  and  was  not  made  an  indispensable  article  of  faith  until  the 
6th  century. 

6.  The  word  of  God,  after  having  for  centuries  been  dis- 
ouraged,  and  kept  from  the  people,  was  actually  prohibited  from 
leing  used  by  them,  except  by  special  permission,  in  the  16th 
century,  by  the  last  general  council  of  the  Romish  church.  The 
ate  pope  Pius  ^ I.  condemns  the  Bible  Societies  as  “a  pestilence, 
i crafty  device,  a defilement  of  the  faith!”  Yea,  horrible  to  re- 
ate, the  blessed  Book  of  God  is  actually,  in  the  Index  expurga- 
orius,  the  published  list  of  prohibited  books ! 

7.  The  doctrine  of  Tramubstantiation , began  about  the  8th, 
md  was  made  an  article  of  faith  by  the  4th  Lateran  council,  in 


the  13th  century  after  Christ!  Of  course,  the  sacrifice  of  the  mass 
and  the  worship  of  the  host,  were  later  still. 

S.  Half  communion , or  denial  of  the  sacramental  cup  to  tin 
laity,  began  to  be  practised  in  the  11th,  and  was  formally  settle! 
in  the  15th  century. 

Thus  we  might  pass  over  all  the  other  peculiarities  of  popery  i 
and  show  that  in  them  all,  the  little  horn  of  popery  undertook  t< 
change  the  institutions  of  religion  : for  not  one  of  all  these  tenet  i 
is  taught  in  the  word  of  God.  But  enough  has  surely  been  ad 
duced  to  satisfy  any  unprejudiced  mind. 

Popery  has,  moreover,  literally  changed  the  stated  times  o 
sacred  days,  by  appointing  festivals  unknown  to  the  word  of  God 
on  nearly  half  the  days  in  the  whole  year,  and  by  allowing  th> 
Christian  Sabbath,  the  only  sacred  day  appointed  by  God  for  th< 
New  Testament  Church,  to  be  desecrated  as  a day  of  habitua 
amusement.  She  has  thus  not  only  corrupted  the  religion  o 
Jesus,  but  by  forbidding  men  to  work  on  these  festivals,  has  de 
stroyed  the  industry  and  undermined  the  prosperity  of  popish  na 
tions. 

Nay  the  papal  hierarchy  presumes,  in  the  most  direct  manner 
to  abrogate  the  laws  of  God.  Does  the  word  of  God  declare,  “Tirol 
shalt  not  forswear  thyself,  but  perform  unto  the  Lord  thy  oaths?’ 
\V  hat  say  the  accredited  authorities  of  popery?  St.  Ligori,  whosd 
work  on  Practical  Theology  was  examined  by  the  Sacred  Congrej 
galion  at  Rome,  so  late  as  1816,  and  approved  as  containing  sount 
doctrine,  and  who  was  thereupon  declared  a saint,  explicitly  affirms 
“ A confessor,  i.  e.  Romish  priest,  may  declare  even  with  an  oath 
that  he  knows  nothing  about  a sin,  which  he  has  heard  in  confes 
sion,  meaning  thereby  that  he  does  not  know  it  as  a man,  but  no 
that  he  does  not  know  it  as  a minister  of  Christ.”  Again  he  says 
“A  culprit,  or  a witness,  who  is  interrogated  by  a judge  unlaw 
lolly,  can  swear  that  he  is  ignorant,  when  in  fact  he  does  know.”1 

1 Smith’s  Synopsis,  p.  160. 


The  third  Lateran  council  decreed,  “ That  oaths  which  contra- 
vene the  utility  (interests)  of  the  church,  and  the  constitutions  of 
ithe  holy  fathers,  are  not  to  be  called  oaths,  but  rather  perjuries.”1 
The  late  pope  Pius  VII.  explicitly  says,  “ It  is  a rule  of  canon 
law,  that  the  subjects  of  a prince  manifestly  heretical  (that  is,  Pro- 
jtestant,)  are  released  from  all  allegiance  to  him,  and  all  homage.” 
i Nor  is  this  mere  theory.  The  popes  have  often  released  subjects 
from  their  oath  of  obligation  to  their  rulers,  and  their  ignorant  and 
bigoted  followers  have  believed  themselves  released,  and  have 
obeyed  the  dictation  of  the  popes ! Pope  Innocent  VIII.  in  his 
bull  for  the  extirpation  of  the  Vaudois,  tells  his  Catholic  subjects, 
that  they  are  under  no  obligation  to  keep  faith  with  heretics  (or 
Protestants :)  “ They  (says  he)  who  are  bound  by  contracts,  or  in 
any  other  manner,  to  pay,  or  assign  any  thing  to  these  heretics,  are 
not  henceforth  obliged  to  do  so.”  And  the  Council  of  Constance 
enacted  the  same  abominable  principle.  Nor  has  this  principle 
ever  been  revoked.  To  this  day  it  is  yet  obligatory  on  all  good 
Papists.  Some  very  impressive  cases  have  occurred  in  our  own 
land,  of  annulling  oaths  and  giving  a dispensation  to  commit  per- 
jury. Mr.  Gaston,  a Romanist  of  North  Carolina,  was  invited  to 
take  the  office  of  judge.  But  the  Constitution  of  that  State  re- 
quires every  judge,  before  taking  office,  to  take  an  oath,  among 
other  things,  that  he  believes  in  the  truth  of  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion. At  first  Mr.  Gaston  was  staggered  at  the  difficulty,  and  said 
he  would  think  of  it.  He  repaired  to  the  Romish  archbishop  at 
Baltimore,  doubtless  obtained  a dispensation,  wrote  home  from 
there  that  he  would  take  the  oath,  returned,  and  in  due  time  sol- 
emnly swore  that  he  believed  in  the  truth  of  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion, although  he  lived  and  died  a Roman  Catholic!2  In  view 
of  all  these  solemn  facts,  can  we  possibly  doubt,  my  brethren,  that 
popery  has  not  only  arrogantly  claimed  and  exercised  the  power 

1 Labbei  Concilia  Tom.  x.  p.  1522. 

2 Breckenridge’s  Literary  and  Religious  Magazine,  for  Oct.  1835. 


of  prescribing  (lie  institutions,  the  doctrines  and  duties  of  religion, 
but  also  of  changing  and  annulling  the  express  laws  of  God ; and 
done  so  in  a degree  far  beyond  any  other  power  whose  record  is 
found  in  the  annals  of  history?  Are  we  therefore  not  compelled 
to  admit,  that,  by  this  trait  also,  the  spirit  of  prophecy  clearly 
points  us  to  the  papal  hierarchy  ? 

5.  Finally,  it  is  said  of  this  king  or  prince,  that  he  “ will 
wear  out  the  saints  of  the  Most  High” — that  he  u made  war 
against  the  saints  and  prevailed  against  them” — and  that  u they 
will  he  given  into  his  hands , for  a time  and  times  and  half  a 
time.”  We  have  found  that  the  papacy  took  its  rise  within  the 
bounds  of  the  Roman  empire,  in  accordance  with  the  declaration 
of  prophecy ; that  it  arose  soon  after  the  division  of  that  empire 
into  ten  kingdoms;  we  have  seen  that  it  subdued  three  of  those 
kingdoms;  that  it  is  distinguished  for  its  sagacity  and  deep-laid 
and  far-reaching  policy ; that  it  wears  pompous  titles,  and  claims 
extraordinary  powers;  and  that  it  arrogates  to  itself  the  power  of 
prescribing  religious  institutions  and  changing  or  annulling  the 
laws  of  God  ! It  yet  remains  to  be  inquired,  whether  popery  has 
made  war  against  the  saints  of  the  Most  High,  and  worn  them 
out.  If  tl  i is  trait  also  is  applicable,  peculiarly  applicable  to  po- 
pery, who  can  doubt  that  popery  is  intended  in  our  text? 

And,  what  is  the  slate  of  the  facts  on  this  point?  Who  that 
is  acquainted  with  history,  does  not  know,  that  the  Romish  hierar- 
chy is  distinguished  above  all  other  powers  upon  earth,  for  her 
systematic  and  continued  and  cold-blooded  persecutions  of  the 
saints  of  God,  of  her  own  members  who  rejected  her  corruptions, 
and  desired  to  worship  God  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  his  word, 
and  of  Protestants,  in  every  age,  and  in  every  land,  where  she  had 
the  requisite  power?  Who  has  not  found  his  heart  sicken  at  the 
mournful,  the  appalling  details  of  the  inhuman  butcheries,  and 
savage  tortures  of  the  justly  styled  infernal  inquisition  9 Gladly 
would  we  pass  over  this  feature  of  our  text,  as  so  well  known  to 
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( apply  to  popery  as  to  need  no  elucidation.  But  whilst  it  is  thus 
known  to  those  acquainted  with  history,  there  are  many  in  this 
community,  and  doubtless  among  the  present  audience,  who  have 
not  had  the  opportunity  of  an  intimate  acquaintance  with  these 
facts.  These  might  regard  us  as  uncharitable.  These  cannot  fully 
understand  our  text.  These,  unless  informed  on  the  subject,  can- 
not aid  in  those  precautionary  measures,  which  it  becomes  us  all 
as  fathers  and  brothers  to  employ,  in  order  to  save  our  children 
and  relatives  from  having,  at  some  future  day,  their  bodies  racked 
and  their  joints  dislocated  on  the  diabolical  machinery  of  the  in- 
quisition. It  is  true,  that  several  other  churches,  soon  after  they 
broke  loose  from  Rome,  and  before  they  were  entirely  purged  from 
the  leaven  of  Romish  intolerance,  did  also  in  a few  cases  perse- 
cute for  religion’s  sake ; but  all  Protestant  churches  have  long 
since  renounced  this  error,  and  ceased  from  persecution.  Not  so 
with  Rome.  Persecution  was  incorporated  into  her  theory  soon 
after  she  acquired  power  to  execute  it.  The  inquisition  was  ori- 
ginated by  pope  Lucius  III.  A.  D.  11S4,  and  established  as  <\ per- 
manent institution  by  the  fourth  Lateran  council,  in  1215.  Car- 
dinal Bellarmin,  one  of  the  most  accredited  authors  of  papal 
Rome,  says,  “ Experience  teaches  that  there  is  no  other  remedy 
for  the  evil  but  to  put  heretics  (Protestants)  to  death.”  The  very 
text  book  at  this  day  used  in  the  Papal  Seminary  at  Maynooth,  in 
Ireland,  which  was  studied  doubtless  by  every  one  of  the  many 
Irish  priests  now  in  our  country,  absolutely  inculcates  the  propri- 
ety and  necessity  of  persecution  in  the  clearest  terms. 1 Nay,  their 
very  bible  itself,  or  rather  the  book  which  they  occasionally  allow 
their  members  to  read,  namely  the  Rhemish  translation  of  the  Lat- 
in or  Yulgate  translation  of  the  New  Testament,  is  made  through 
the  means  of  notes  and  false  explanations,  to  breathe  out  fire  and 
slaughter  against  Protestants.  The  edition  of  this  version,  pub- 

1 See  the  six  propositions  inculcated  in  this  work  of  Peter  Dens  ; and  Brown- 
lee’s “Popery  an  enemy  to  civil  liberty,”  p.  101,  102. 


lishetl  ia  Ireland  so  late  as  1816,  under  the  direction  of  all  the 
dignitaries  of  the  Romish  hierarchy  in  Ireland , and  about  300 
others  of  the  most  influential  priests,  contained  among  others 
these  cruel  comments : 

On  Matth.  xiii.  29.  “ Heretics  (Protestants)  may  be  punished  \ 
and  suppressed,  and  may  and  ought  by  public  authority  either  spir- 
itual or  temporal,  to  be  chastised  or  executed 

Gal.  i.  IS.  “Catholics  ought  not  to  spare  their  own  parents,  if 
they  are  heretics.” 

Rev.  xvii.  6.  “ Drunken  with  the  blood  of  the  saints.”  Prot- 
estants (says  the  comment)  foolishly  expound  this  of  Rome,  for 
that  there  they  put  heretics  to  death,  and  allow  of  their  punish- 
ment in  other  countries : but  their  blood  is  not  called  blood  of  saints, 
no  more  than  the  blood  of  thieves , man-killers , and  other  male- 
factors, for  the  shedding  of  which,  by  order  of  justice,  no  com- 
monwealth shall  answer.” 

Such  are  the  persecuting  principles  openly  avowed  by  the  car- 1 
dinals  and  popes  and  councils  and  the  so-called  bible  of  the  popish 
church.  Nor  has  any  pope  or  council  up  to  this  day,  ever  revok-  .i 
ed  or  expressed  any  disapprobation  of  these  principles;  although 
individual  jesuits  and  priests,  if  asked,  will,  of  course,  deny  them, 
as  they  are  privileged  to  tell  a falsehood  for  the  good  of  their 
church.  From  policy  they  have  for  the  present  omitted  these 
comments,  in  the  edition  of  their  bible  printed  in  this  country. 

But,  it  may  be  asked  by  those  unacquainted  with  history,  has 
the  Romish  hierarchy  ever  reduced  these  horrible  principles  to 
practice?  Has  she  not  relented  when  lifting  up  her  arm  against 
her  unoffending  Protestant  neighbor  and  brother?  Alas!  alas!  that 
the  testimony  of  history  will  not  allow  us  to  answer  in  the  affirma- 
tive. But  we  might  as  well  deny  that  such  a city  as  Rome  ever 
existed,  as  deny  that  the  Romish  church  has  been  a persecuting 
establishment  in  practice,  as  we  have  proved  her  to  be  in  theory. 
It  is  well  attested  by  history,  that  she  massacred  in  several  succes- 
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ve  persecutions  more  than  a million  of  Albigenses  and  Walden- 
|es,  amid  circumstances  of  the  most  revolting  cruelty.  Her  big- 
ted  minions  butchered  about  1.500,000  Jews  in  Spain,  because 
ley  would  not  adopt  the  Romish  superstitions.  When  the  Moors 
i onquered  Spain  in  the  8th  century,  they  allowed  the  Romanists 
|'3  retain  their  own  religion;'  but  when  the  papists  TOO  years  after 
rained  the  mastery  over  the  descendants  of  the  Moors,  they  butch- 
red  between  2 and  3,000,000  of  them.  At  the  massacre  of  St. 
i Jartholomew’s  eve,  August  22d,  15T2,  they  murdered  in  France, 
I'rom  fifty  to  a hundred  thousand  of  unoffending  Protestants.  “ A 
horrible  scene,”  says  Thuanus,  a contemporary  Romish  historian, 
‘was  witnessed  (in  Paris)  when  the  very  streets  and  passages  re- 
bounded with  the  noise  of  those  that  met  together  for  murder  and 
plunder ; the  groans  of  those  who  were  dying,  and  the  shrieks  of 
isuch  as  were  just  going  to  be  butchered,  were  every  where  to  be 
heard.  The  bodies  of  the  slain  were  thrown  out  of  the  windows, 

[ 

the  passages  and  chambers  of  the  houses  were  filled  with  them  ; 
the  dead  bodies  of  others  dragged  through  the  streets ; their  blood 
running  through  the  channels  in  such  plenty,  that  torrents  seemed 
to  empty  themselves  into  the  neighboring  river;  in  a word,  an  in- 
numerable multitude  of  men,  women,  maidens,  and  children  were 
all  involved  in  one  common  destruction,  and  the  gates  and  en- 
trances of  the  king’s  palace  besmeared  with  their  blood.”  “From 
the  city  of  Paris  the  massacre  spread  throughout  the  whole  king- 
dom. In  the  city  of  Meaux,  they  threw  above  two  hundred  into 
jail ; and  after  they  had  ravished  and  killed  a great  number  of 
women,  and  plundered  the  houses  of  Protestants,  they  executed 
their  fury  on  those  they  had  imprisoned;  and  calling  them  one  by 
one , they  were  killed , as  Thuanus  expresses,  like  sheep  in  a mar- 
ket .”  “The  same  cruelties  were  practiced  at  Orleans,  Angiers, 
Troyes,  Bourges,  La  Charite,  and  especially  at  Lyons;  where 
they  inhumanly  destroyed  above  S00  Protestants;  children  hang- 

1 Encyclopedia  of  Religions  Knowledge,  p.  927. 
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ing  on  their  parents’  necks;  parents  embracing  their  children 
putting  ropes  around  the  necks  of  some,  dragging  them  through 
the  streets,  and  throwing  them  mangled,  torn  and  half-dead,  into 
the  river.”1  For  thirty  days  this  massacre  was  continued;  and 
when  the  news  reached  Rome,  did  the  holy  Father  disapprove 
this  inhuman  butchery?  No,  but  so  delighted  was  he,  that  he 
and  his  cardinals  repaired  to  church  and  publicly  gave  thanks  to 
God  for  the  glorious  news ; the  cannon  were  discharged,  and  a 
jubilee  proclaimed  throughout  the  whole  papal  world! ! 

Of  similar  character  and  barbarity  was  the  persecution  of  the 
Protestants  in  Ireland  by  their  Catholic  neighbors,  in  1641. — 
“ Without  provocation,  without  opposition,”  says  the  historian 
Hume,  “ the  Protestants  (of  Ireland)  being  in  profound  peace, 
were  massacred  by  their  nearest  neighbors,  with  whom  they  had 
long  kept  up  a continued  intercourse  of  kindness  and  good  offices. 
Instigated  by  the  priests— a universal  massacre  of  the  (Protestant) 
English  commenced,  now  defenceless  and  resigned  to  their  inhu- 
man foes.  No  age,  no  sex,  no  condition  was  spared.  The  wife, 
weeping  for  her  butchered  husband,  and  embracing  her  helpless 
children,  was  pierced  with  them,  and  perished  by  the  same  stroke. 
All  the  tortures  which  wanton  cruelty  could  devise, — could  not 
satiate  revenge  excited  without  injury.  To  enter  into  particulars 
would  shock  the  least  delicate  humanity ; such  enormities,  though 
attested  by  undoubted  evidence,  would  appear  almost  incredible.”2 

These  are  a few  of  the  public  persecutions,  which  stain  almost 
every  page  of  papal  history.  But,  all  this  while,  the  work  of 
human  butchery  was  also  carried  on  in  secret,  with  still  greater 
honors,  by  the  infernal  inquisition.  This  dreadful  tribunal  has 
been  in  regular  operation  since  its  establishment,  by  pope  Lucius 
III.  and  confirmation  by  Innocent  III. ; and  it  is  estimated  by  the 
Spanish  ecclesiastic,  Llorente,  who  had  himself  been  secretary  to 

1 Encyclopedia  of  Religious  Knowledge,  p.  925,  926. 

2 Brownlee  on  Popery  the  Enemy  of  civil  Liberty,  p.  104. 
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he  inquisition,  that  in  Spain  alone,  till  the  year  1S08,  there  had 
reen  burnt  alive  34,658  persons,  and  condemned  to  the  gallies 
388,219.  How  many  died  during  the  infliction  of  torture,  is 
mown  only  to  God ! In  all,  it  is  thought,  the  Inquisition  has 
:ost  Spain  2,000,000  of  lives!!  Adding  to  this  the  butcheries  of 
he  inquisition  in  other  countries,  it  is  estimated,  that  the  whole 
I lumber  of  persons  in  different  ages  and  countries,  who  have  been 
massacred  by  the  Romanists  for  the  sake  of  their  religion,  amounts 
to  the  awful  number  of  68,000,000.’  Surely,  then,  if  the  other 
traits  of  the  little  horn  are  applicable  to  popery,  this  last  one,  that 
she  will  wear  out  the  saints  of  the  Most  High , is  doubly  applica- 
ble ; and  we  cannot  entertain  a doubt,  that  the  God  of  the  pro- 
phets designed  to  direct  the  attention  of  his  people  to  the  great 
apostacy,  the  hierarchy  of  Rome.  Blessed  be  God,  he  has  fixed 
a time,  when  the  power  of  persecuting  his  people  shall  be  taken 
from  this  cruel  hierarchy,  namely,  after  a time,  and  times  and  half 
a time,  supposed  to  mean  1260  years.  When  this  period  will  ex- 
pire, we  have  not  time  to  inquire;  but  at  its  expiration,  the  king- 
dom of  the  Most  High  shall  prevail,  a kingdom  of  peace  and  good 
will  to  man  and  glory  to  God. 

This  subject  is  rich  in  practical  instruction,  but  our  time  will 
permit  us  merely  to  glance  at  a few  items  of  it. 

1.  It  teaches  us  most  impressively  the  divinity  of  the  bible. 
What,  short  of  divine  omniscience,  could  communicate  to  Daniel 
so  striking  a history  of  all  these  nations,  marking  their  prominent 
changes,  for  three  and  twenty  hundred  years?  None  but  that 
God,  who  sees  the  end  from  the  beginning,  could  do  it.  That 
prophet,  to  whom  this  prophecy  was  revealed,  was  therefore  sent 
by  God,  and  the  book  containing  such  miraculous  revelations,  must 
be  the  book  of  God ! How  dangerous,  then,  the  condition  of  those 
who  reject  this  heavenly  word!  Again,  if  the  God  of  the  bible 
knew  the  history  of  many  nations  for  ages  in  advance,  how  cer- 

1 Brownlee  on  Popery,  &c.,  p.  104. 
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tain  is  it,  that  he  knows  the  individuals  in  those  nations,  that  he 
knows  our  hearts,  our  thoughts  and  desires ! Let  us,  therefore, 
daily  learn  to  value  more  highly  this  precious  bible,  this  book  di- 
vine, and  make  it  the  rule  of  our  life,  the  charter  of  our  hopes  in 
time  and  eternity.  Have  any  of  you,  my  friends,  lightly  esteemed 
this  holy  book,  or  unhappily  even  treated  it  with  infidel  levity  1 
Come,  humble  yourselves  before  the  Cod  of  the  bible,  recognize 
in  it  the  revelation  of  his  will,  study  it  as  the  most  interesting  and 
important  of  books  3 as  that  book,  which,  according  to  one  of  the 
best  reasoners  and  ablest  judges  that  ever  lived,  the  immortal 
Locke,  “ has  God  for  its  author,  truth  without  admixture  of  er- 
ror for  its  matter,  and  salvation  for  its  end” 

2.  We  may  learn  the  duty  of  Christians,  and  especially  chris-i 
tian  ministers,  to  study  the  prophecies,  and  to  call  attention  to  the 
instructions  and  warnings  they  afford.  It  is  doubtless  true,  that 
prophecies  were  not  designed  either  to  excite  or  to  gratify  an  idle 
curiosity  of  the  future.  But  they  are  designed  as  a standing  mir- 
acle for  tire  instruction  and  confirmation  of  God’s  people  in  all 
ages.  Daniel  felt  desirous  of  understanding  them,  and  his  angelic 
'instructor  gave  him  the  interpretation,  so  far  as  they  had  already 
been  fulfilled,  and  such  general  explanations  as  to  the  future,  as 
might  aid  him  and  his  successors  in  comprehending  the  vision. 
He  told  him  in  a former  vision,  that  Nebuchadnezzar  himself  was 
the  golden  head  of  the  image.  In  another  prophecy,  he  told  him, 
that  the  Modes  and  Persians  were  meant  by  the  ram  with  the  two 
horns,  and  Greece  by  the  lie-goat.  And  in  the  prophecy  before 
us,  he  told  him  that  the  four  beasts  are  four  kings,  that  the  ten 
horns  of  the  fourth  beast  are  also  kings,  who  shall  grow  out  of  it, 
and  that  the  little  horn  also  means  another  king,  who  should  arise 
after  them.  If  Daniel  sought  not  in  vain  for  light,  we  also  may 
hope  to  be  guided  by  the  Spirit  of  God,  to  understand  all  that  is 
necessary  for  us  to  know  of  these  prophecies.  If  then  a minister, 
having  studied  these  prophecies,  believes  that  their  import  has 
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been  rendered  clear  by  progressive  fulfillment,  and  that  they  con- 
tain warnings  highly  important  to  the  welfare  of  those  to  whom 
:ie  statedly  preaches,  and  to  his  country  at  large,  ought  he  to  re- 
main silent?  Ought  he  not  rather  to  lift  up  his  voice,  and  call  on 
his  hearers  to  heed  the  warnings  of  God,  and  to  brace  themselves 
for  the  conflict  awaiting  them?  Thus,  my  brethren,  have  I felt 
situated — thus  have  I endeavored  to  discharge  my  duty.  I feel 
no  personal  hostility  to  my  Catholic  neighbors,  I trust  I feel  none 
to  any  living  being.  But  I see  our  country  over-run  by  increasing 
numbers  of  the  worshippers  of  this  papal  beast.  I see  especially 
his  most  dangerous  emissaries,  the  Jesuits,  (who  have  been  so  for- 
midable in  Europe  as  to  have  laws  of  banishment  or  disability  en- 
acted against  them  thirty  times,)  traversing  every  part  of  our  land 
in  the  shape  of  priests,  and  pedlars,  and  music- masters,  and  teach- 
ers of  French  and  Italian,  and  possibly  even  as  Puseyite  preach- 
ers.1 I know  the  danger  and  feel  bound  to  call  your  attention  to 
it.  On  us  it  depends,  whether  our  liberties,  civil  and  religious, 
shall  be  transmitted  to  our  children  unimpaired,  or  whether  they 
shall  be  gradually  undermined  and  eventually  destroyed  by  for- 
eign priests  and  Jesuits,  the  emissaries  of  papal  and  imperial  des- 
pots of  Europe.  If  we  face  the  danger  in  time,  and  quit  our- 
selves like  men,  all  will  be  safe.  If  we  shrink  from  danger  and 
duty,  we,  and  especially  our  children,  may  deplore  our  error, 
when  the  lamp  of  liberty  shall  have  been  extinguished  in  this 
western  world  amid  the  darkness  of  papal  despotism. 

3.  Finally,  we  may  learn  from  our  text,  the  proper  nature  of 
the  measures  called  for  by  the  emergency. 

1 In  Denmark  they  pursued  this  hypocritical  course.  In  the  reign  of  Chris- 
tian IV.  1813,  1624,  “ a plot  was  discovered  for  the  re-establishment  of  the  Cath- 
olic religion  in  the  North.  Several  ecclesiastics,  who  outwardly  professed  the 
Protestant  religion,  but  who  had  been  brought  up  in  the  Catholic  faith  by  the  Jes- 
uits at  the  College  of  Braunsburg,  in  Prussia,  were  actively  and  secretly  employed 
in  spreading  Catholicism  in  their  parishes.” — McGhee's  Laws  of  Papacy,  p.  286. 
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The  reign  of  this  little  horn  or  papal  hierarchy,  is  not  to  be  de- 
stroyed by  another  beast  more  terrible  than  itself,  that  devours  and 
breaks  it  to  pieces;  but  the  saints  of  the  Most  High  shall  take  the 
kingdom,  and  the  kingdom  of  the  Most  High  shall  be  established. 
Now  we  know,  that  the  kingdom  of  the  Most  High  is  the  gospel 
kingdom,  a kingdom  of  peace  and  good  will  towards  all  men;  the 
means  appointed  for  its  extension,  are  the  publication  of  the  truth 
and  exhibition  of  a life  of  holiness  and  of  benevolence.  In  endea- 
voring to  resist  the  progress  of  popery  amongst  us,  we  ought  not  to 
harbor  feelings  of  personal  hostility.  It  is  not  against  Romanists, 
but  against  their  errors  that  we  are  to  contend.  We  ought  to  reach 
them  if  possible  with  the  preached  word  of  God.  Preachers  ought 
to  endeavor  to  expound  the  gospel  in  their  vicinity,  and  laymen 
should  use  their  influence  to  persuade  them  to  attend.  We  know 
that  the  priests,  conscious  that  their  corrupt  and  superstitious  sys- 
tem will  not  bear  investigation,  forbid  their  people  from  attending 
Protestant  preaching,  from  perusing  Protestant  books.  But  happily 
some  Catholics  are  not  willing  to  be  robbed  of  their  inalienable  right 
to  exercise  that  reason  which  God  gave  them,  and  to  think  for  them- 
selves. There  are  some,  who  feel  that  their  Creator  formed  them 
rational  beings,  and  who  are  unwilling  to  take  their  religion  upon 
trust,  but  arc  disposed  to  follow  the  apostle’s  direction,  Prove  all 
things  and  hold  fast  that  which  is  good.  These,  if  encouraged 
to  hear  the  gospel,  and  to  read  good  books  and  tracts,  may,  by  the 
blessing  of  Heaven,  be  delivered  from  the  bondage  of  popery,  and 
be  instrumental  in  the  hands  of  God,  in  rescuing  others  from  the 
same  thraldom.  My  brethren,  have  we  not  all  been  negligent  in 
regard  to  this  duty? 

Again,  we  ought  to  circulate  among  them  books  and  tracts,  cal- 
culated to  show  them,  that  the  religion  taught  by  their  priests,  is 
very  different  from  that  inculcated  by  the  Saviour:  That  the  rea- 
son why  their  priests  discourage  their  reading  the  bible,  is  the  fear 
that  their  unscriptural  corruptions  will  be  detected  ; that  their  abus- 
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d and  priest-ridden  people  will  discover,  that  the  Saviour  and  his 
postles  command  the  Scriptures  to  be  read  by  the  whole  congre- 
ation,  whilst  the  priests  forbid  it  ;*  that  there  is  not  a word  in  the 
rhole  bible  about  a pope,  but  that  Christ  is  the  head  of  the  church 
nd  not  the  pope  ;2  that  instead  of  the  pretended  celibacy  of  the 
Priesthood,  the  apostle  Peter  himself,  as  also  other  apostles,3  were 
narried  men ; that  instead  of  the  intercession  of  the  virgin  Mary, 
be  Scriptures  teach  that  there  is  but  one  Mediator  between  God 
nd  man,  the  man  Christ  Jesus  ;4  that  instead  of  the  invocation 
if  the  name  of  Mary,  and  pretended  saints,5  there  is  no  other 
iame  given  under  heaven  amongst  men,  in  which  we  can  be 
aved,  than  that  of  Jesus. 

Finally , we  should  endeavor,  from  facts  and  undisputed  his- 
ory,  to  convince  our  Catholic  neighbors,  that  their  priests  gener- 
dly  have  been,  and  with  few  exceptions  still  are,  a selfish,  tyran- 
lical  order,  lording  it  over  the  consciences  of  their  laity,  extorting 
Torn  them  exorbitant  sums  of  money,  and  robbing  them  of  their 
natural  rights  as  rational  and  accountable  beings.  We  should 
show  them,  that  a large  portion  of  those  unhappy  victims,  butch- 
ered in  the  inquisition,  were  members  of  their  own  church,  and 
guilty  of  no  crime  except,  perhaps,  that  of  reading  the  word  of 

i John  v.  39.  “ Search  the  Scriptures  ; for  in  them  ye  think  ye  have  eternal 
life  : and  they  are  they  which  testify  of  me.”  Coloss.  iv.  16.  “ And  when  this 
epistle  is  read  among  you,  cause  that  it  be  read  also  in  the  church  of  the  Laodi- 
ceans ; and  that  ye  likewise  read  the  epistle  from  Laodicea.” 

2Ephes.  v.  23.  “For  the  husband  is  the  head  of  the  wife,  even  as  Christ  is 
the  Head  of  the  Church;  and  he  is  the  Saviour  of  the  body.”  Coloss.  i.  18.  “And 
he  (Jesus,  v.  14)  is  the  head  of  the  body,  the  church  : who  is  the  beginning,  the 
first-born  from  the  dead ; that  in  all  things  he  might  have  the  pre-eminence.” 

3Matth.  viii.  14.  “And  when  Jesus  was  come  into  Peter’s  house,  he  saw  his 
wife’s  mother  laid,  and  sick  of  a fever.”  1 Cor.  ix.  5.  “ Have  we  not  power  to 
lead  about  a sister,  a wife,  as  well  as  other  apostles,  and  as  the  brethren  of  the 
Lord,  and  Cephas  (Peter)  ?” 

4 I.  Tim.  ii.  5.  6.  “ For  there  is  one  God,  and  one  mediator  between  God  and 
men,  the  man  Christ  Jesus;  who  gave  himself  a ransom  for  all,  to  be  testified  in 
due  time.” 

5 Acts  iv.  12.  “Neither  is  there  salvation  in  any  other:  for  there  is  none  other 
name  under  heaven  given  among  men  whereby  we  must  be  saved.” 


God,  and  refusing  to  believe  some  of  the  superstitious  doctrines  or 
rites  of  their  church.  We  should  show  them  that  Romish  priests 
generally,  and  foreign  priests  always,  from  the  nature  of  their 
principles  and  education,  are,  and  naturally  will  be,  the  enemies 
of  our  liberties ; that  they  officiously  interfere  with  our  elections, 
whilst  not  one  of  them  is  naturalized,  for  the  laws  of  their  church 
forbid  their  taking  the  oath1  of  allegiance  to  any  other  govern- 
ment, and  all  have  vowed  allegiance  to  the  pope,  who  is  a politi- 
cal as  well  as  religious  chief,  and  the  very  principles  of  whose  gov- 
ernment are  despotic  in  the  extreme.  By  such  efforts,  we  may 
hope  not  only  to  gain  the  confidence  of  the  more  enlightened  and 
honest  portion  of  our  papal  neighbors,  but  also  be  instrumental  in 
saving  their  souls;  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  we  shall  perpetuate 
the  liberties  of  our  common  country,  and  hasten  the  complete  ful- 
fillment  of  the  prophecy,  that  the  saints  of  the  Most  High  shall 
take  the  kingdom.  Thus  shall  we  advance  the  reign  of  righteous- 
ness and  peace,  established  by  the  Son  of  man,  whose  kingdom 
is  an  everlasting  kingdom,  and  whom  all  dominions  shall  at  last 
obey  : Which  may  God  grant,  for  Christ’s  sake : Amen. 

1 In  order,  it  would  seem,  to  keep  the  whole  body  of  ecclesiastics  detached 
from  the  interests  ot  the  different  countries  in  which  they  may  reside,  and  to  make 
them  an  ecclesiastical  and  civil  standing  army,  true  only  to  the  interests  of  the 
popes,  the  43d  canon  of  the  Lateran  Council  under  Innocent  III.  actually  forbids 
the  Romish  priests  from  talcing  the  oath  of  ‘allegiance  to  any  civil  government : “ Sa- 
cri  auctoritate  Coucilii,”  &c.  “ By  the  authority  of  this  sacred  council,  we  de- 
clare, that  it  is  unlawful  for  secular  princes  to  require  an  oath  of  fidelity  and  alle- 
giance ol  their  clergy  ; and  we  peremptorily  forbid  all  priests  from  talcing  such  oath, 
if  it  be  required.”  Such  is  the  position  of  every  foreign  Romish  priest  in  our  land, 
and  three-fourths  of  the  whole  number,  if  we  mistake  not,  are  foreigners.  So  fir 
as  we  have  been  able  to  learn,  not  one  of  the  whole  number  has  disobeyed  this 
canon  ; not  one  of  them,  has  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  our  country,  though  they 
control  nearly  all  the  Romish  votes.  Would  it  not  be  well  for  Congress  to  pro- 
hibit every  foreign  priest  and  minister,  Romish  and  Protestant,  from  taking  charge 
of  a church  amongst  us,  or  performing  ministerial  acts,  without  having  first  sworn 
allegiance  to  our  government  ? 


